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is inserted a note to Dr. Murphy from the President of the senior 
class of the Northwestern University Medical School, expressing the 
thanks of the class to Dr. Murphy and his staff for their “regularity, 
punctuality, and faithful and efficient service in giving to us such a 
thorough and systematic course of instruction as we have received 
during this past school year.” Next comes a remark by a “Gentle¬ 
man” (in caps, and small caps.): “What’s the matter with him?” 
The Class: “He’s all right.” Then follow Dr. Murphy’s remarks 
in appreciation of the class’ action. 

Now, who, we may ask, is responsible for the insertion of this 
vulgar clap-trap? Is it the editor himself or is it the publisher? 
Is this kind of thing going to be continued, or is Murphy's Clinics 
ever to become a self-contained, dignified, non-notoriety seeking 
medium of conveying surgical knowledge? There are so many 
excellent features about these Clinics that it makes one sick at 
his stomach to find every once in a while such assaults as these on 
his sense of propriety. 

One excellent feature in the present number is the discussion on 
the differential diagnosis of gastric and duodenal ulcer by Dr. 
Murphy and Dr. Charles L. Mix. There are also a number of case 
reports of tenoplasty, tendon transplantation, neuroplasty, etc., 
for deformities and disabilities of the hands and feet following infan¬ 
tile paralysis, traumatisms, infections, etc.; a case of arthroplasty 
of the elbow with a “splendid” result, although only 45 degrees of 
motion -was present after five weeks; and several operations for 
fractures. There is also recorded a case of carcinoma of the hip, 
metastatic from the breast, treated by excision of the hip, and, at 
a subsequent operation, by bone transplantation to fill the defect. 
The patient had no recurrence, and was walking around the hospital, 
with the aid of crutches, when last reported, three months after 
operation. This is an example of Dr. Murphy’s pioneer work. It 
makes conservative surgeons hold their breath and wait to see what 
is going to happen next. A. P. C. A. 


Collected Papers by the Staff of St. Mary’s Hospital, 

Mayo Clinic, Rochester, Minnesota, 1913. Edited by Mrs. 

M. H. Mellish. Pp. 819; 335 illustrations. Philadelphia and 

London: W. B. Saunders Company, 1914. 

No fewer than twenty-eight names appear in the list of contribu¬ 
tors to this year’s volume from the Mayo clinic, and about a dozen 
of the names are unfamiliar, showing that “new blood” is constantly 
being infused into the work. 

The papers dealing w'ith the alimentary canal continue to hold 
first place in order of presentation and in quantity, but other depart¬ 
ments of surgery seem to be eager contestants for the latter honor, 
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Second in order of presentation comes the department of urino- 
genital organs, which has advanced to its present highly honorable 
title from the less fashionable term genito-urinary (1905-1911), 
through that of urogenital, employed in the volume for 1912. 
May we expect next year to see it appear under the still more aris¬ 
tocratic title of urology? Third in order are the papers on the surgery 
of the ductless glands, all of them this year dealing with the thyroid 
gland. There follow eleven articles dealing with the surgery of the 
head, trunk, and extremities; eight on “technique;” and five general 
papers not otherwise classified, among them an interesting account 
of a visit paid by Dr. W. J. Mayo to some of the most important 
surgical clinics of Germany, Belgium, and Great Britain. 

These articles, covering such a wide range of subjects, naturally 
are of various importance. Some are so excellent that others suffer 
by comparison. Were the latter found in the average medical 
weekly they probably would pass muster, but several of them are 
unworthy of preservation in a bound volume. It is not that the 
subjects of these inferior contributions are not of importance, 
not that they are not well presented, but that having been read 
once before some small country or suburban medical society, the 
address has then and there served its purpose when it has been 
delivered orally; it contains no record of new facts, reports no case 
histories, and being merely an ephemeral production has no justifi¬ 
cation for attempts at immortality. In a few instances the offence 
is carried further, and two or more papers of this description on 
closely allied if not indeed identical subjects are produced side by 
side, under the name of the same author. This criticism, which 
appears to us to be just, applies not only to the present volume but 
to past volumes as well; occurring only once it might be overlooked, 
but a persistent fault requires correction. 

The contributions which appear to have most to recommend them 
are a few among those in the section dealing w'ith the alimentary 
tract, such as Graham’s observations on peptic ulcers; Smithie’s on 
gastric ulcer and gastric cancer; and Carman on the Roentgen rays 
in gastric cancer and ulcer; as well as a series of papers on the surgery 
of the female breast. It is curious to see the emphasis placed on 
ether as the best general anesthetic under all circumstances, and 
amusing to read the contemptuous remarks about nitrous oxide 
and oxygen anesthesia, since such contempt surely argues inexperi¬ 
ence of satisfactory administration and of its resultant advantages. 

It is a pity that the table of contents does not include the authors’ 
names. The index of contributors, at p. 789, does not supply this 
deficiency. And it would give a certain added authority to the 
opinions expressed if somewhere the official status of the writers 
were described. A few other questions arise: Why is the cumbrous 
term “intercarotid paraganglion” better than our old friend the 
carotid body? Is the “new motor meal” described at p. 715 
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designed for automobile parties? Is not Mr. Thompson Walker 
intended at p. 761 when reference is made to Mr. Thomas Walker? 
And in the same place why is Mr. Burghard’s name so misspelled? 

A. P. C, A. 


Surgery of the Vascular System. By Bertram M. Bern- 
heim, A.B., M.D., Instructor in Surgery, Johns Hopkins Univer¬ 
sity, Baltimore, Md. Pp. 104; 53 illustrations. Philadelphia 
and London: J. B. Lippincott Company. 

Blenheim gives in sufficient detail, and with excellent illustra¬ 
tions, accounts of the methods of transfusion, bloodvessel suture, 
transplantation of a segment of vein or artery, and arteriovenous 
anastomosis or reversal of the circulation. The sections which 
follow evidently have been included only in an attempt to justify 
the sounding title which is given to this little monograph. These 
sections (varicose veins, surgery of the heart, aneurysms) are 
discussed in an entirely inadequate manner, even as regards ques¬ 
tions of mere technique. The volume is padded, moreover, by 
twenty pages of statistics of operations for aneurysm abstracted 
from the classical articles of Monod and Vanverts. In view of 
the evident desire to issue a volume of fair size it is inexplicable 
that Bernheim should have omitted the terminal S in the name of 
the latter author. 

In a new edition we believe it will be well for the author to 
eliminate some of the preaching in the earlier chapters and to 
limit the later chapters to descriptions of technique. 

A. P. 0, A. 



